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revealed in the Patent Office files. The main point to be
observed is that neither acid nor alkali is used to effect the
solution of the sulphur and fibrous matter, neutral solutions
of sulphites being employed as the solvent for the sulphur,
while the fibre is removed by certain neutral salts, the exact
nature of which is not disclosed by the? management. It is
stated that the sheeting of the chemically treated rubber is
effected without the admixture of any oil or cheap resinous
rubber, and if so the process must be considered a highly
satisfactory one. The resulting rubber cannot, of course,
be either acid or alkaline, and freedom from the oil, which is
such a distinctive feature of American practice, naturally
brings up the rubber content. In saying this much it must
not be supposed that reclaimed rubbers prepared by the other
methods are liable to contain acid or alkali. The author's
own experience goes to show that, at any rate where reliable
firms are concerned, such reclaimed rubbers put on the
market are quite neutral as a result of the careful washing
process to which they have been subjected prior to sheeting.
Mention has been made of recovery processes in which the
fibre has been blown out by an air current, and where it
has been dissolved by alkaline solutions. It may also be
removed by acids, some reclaimers using a diluted solution
of vitriol for this purpose. In this case it is inevitable that
a certain quantity of the mineral matter in compounded
rubbers should go into solution, but the loss of weight thus
caused is not great in practice, because the process is pretty
generally confined to cases where the rubber is not ground
up, and where the canvas, as in the case of railway-brake
hose, has been mostly separated by mechanical means. The
chief objection to the acid process is the liability of the